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STEVE ALLEN'S 
MISGUIDED FIGHT FOR PEACE 


The use of big names as drawing cards for a cause is an old established public relations gimmic 
used freely in our society. And it works! However, there is an inherent danger that the influential 
“big-wig” may lend his magnetism to an unworthy cause and thus Pied-Piper many unwary, un- 
thinking dupes down a one-way street. 


ALLEN INVOKES PICKETS 

Such is the case of the celebrated comedian Steve Allen. A recent news article in the Denver 
Post described Allen’s appearance and speech before a disarmament group at Denver’s East High 
School several weeks ago. The meeting was sponsored by the Colorado Committee for a Sane Nuclear 
Policy (SANE) and was picketed by more than 15 persons carrying placards which, according to 
the news article, read: ‘““We don’t want him (Allen), you can have him, he’s too red for us!” and 
“Send Khrushchev’s waterboy back to New York and Hollywood.” 

Other of the picket signs said, “We'd rather be dead than red” ... “To weaken our de- 
fense is treason” and “Kremlin’s Denver pals are inside!” 

The article continued, ‘Allen entered the building through a rear door and thus did not meet 
with the pickets out front. When told about it he flushed and appeared to take the incident as a 
personal affront.” 

“ “These people break the laws of God and man (Allen said). The law of God is “Thou shalt 
not bear false witness against thy neighbor,’ and the laws of the State of Colorado prohibit libel. These 
people are misguided and uninformed. 

“*There are no Communists in the National SANE committee or in the Colorado SANE committee!’ ” 


THE SECRET OF INFILTRATION 

Steve Allen has a point! We don’t know if he is actually a Communist or not. It is clear though, 
that he is an effective promoter of the Communist party line. It is true that the vast majority who 
parrot the Kremlin’s deceitful “peace promotion” are not Communists. When Allen says there are no 
Communists in the Colorado or National SANE Committees, he blandly admits that he has little or 
no conception of how secret Communist infiltration is carried on. Louis Budenz, in his book The Tech- 





niques of Communism described the procedure this 
way: 


“With that (various channels of Communist Party 
communication) is joined the urgency of ‘broadening the 
ties with the masses, that is, the most extensive and in- 
tensive infiltration of agencies of government, commun- 
ity and public opinion. 


“It is precisely the ability of a small group, the van- 
guard, moving in a strictly disciplined manner and under 
concealment, into non-Communist organizations, that 
makes Communist activity so effective.” (Emphasis ours) 


J. Edgar Hoover has stated that there are more than 
19,000 known Communists who have infiltrated our 
various government, labor and civic organizations. At 
this time according to a Swedish Army Journal, a Com- 
munist training center in the Ukraine is training more 
than 1,000 top students for spy duty in the U.S. How 
many of these highly trained Soviet agents are already 
at work subverting the original good intentions of many 
“peace” and other civilian run organizations is any- 
bodys guess. 


Sertator Dodd (Democrat, Connecticut), in a 
speech delivered to the Senate, sina 25, 1960, had this 
to say concerning SANE: 


“Last Thursday evening, May 19, the Committee for a 
Sane Nuclear Policy held a rally at Madison Square Garden 
in New York City. Many eminent persons attended this 
rally. The speakers included Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt, 
Mr. Alfred Landon, Mr. Walter Reuther, Gov. G. Men- 
nen Williams of Michigan, and Dr. Harold Taylor, former 
president of Sarah Lawrence College. At this meeting, the 
speakers urged that another summit meeting be convened 
for the purpose of attempting to arrive at an agreement 
banning nuclear tests. 


“Because I esteem the sincerity of the original founders 
of the Committee for a Sane Nuclear Policy and the sin- 
cerity of the speakers I have named, it was for me an 
unpleasant duty to have to notify them that the unpubli- 
cized chief organizer of the Madison Square Garden rally 
was a veteran member of the Communist Party; that there 
was also evidence of serious Communist infiltration at 
chapter level throughout the Committee for a Sane Nuclear 
Policy; that the Communist Party and its front organiza- 
tions had done their utmost to promote the meeting; that 
the Communists provided much of the organizing ma- 
chinery for the meeting because they planned to use it as 
a pressure instrument in support of Soviet Nuclear 
diplomacy. 


“This information was confirmed by the Subcommittee on 
Internal Security only several days before the Madison 
Square Garden meeting was scheduled to take place. 


To me it is appalling that the Communists 
should be able to infiltrate and manipulate a movement 
founded on sincere humanitarian and pacifist motivations. 
" The test ban has for several years now been 
the chief objective of the Communist propaganda appa- 
ratus. Of this there is ample documentary evidence. 


“As for the Madison Square Garden meeting, the Com- 
munist organ, The Worker, in a series of its own advertise- 
ments, called upon all the Communist faithful to turn out 
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in strength. The masthead of The Worker for May 15 car 
ried a banner headline: ‘For Sanity in Foreign Policy / 
Out to Madison Sq. Garden, Thurs. 7:45 p.m. 


“Given this background, it was only natural to antici 
pate the Communists would attempt to find their wa 
into the organizing mechanism of the meeting. 


“The name of the Communist Party member whd 
served as chief organizer of the Madison Square Gardeg 
meeting is Henry H. Abrams. 


. The subcommittee has received evidence, much o 
it still of a classified nature, that Henry Abrams is not 2 
lone infiltrator, that there exists in fact a serious Com 
munist infiltration in the Committee for a Sane Nticleag 
Policy. 

“What, specifically, are the Communists attempting td 
achieve by their infiltration of the test ban movement, in 
cluding the recent all-out support of the Madison Square 
Garden meeting? The answer to this is, I believe, ob- 
vious. 

“The Communist purpose in supporting the test bag 
agitation and in going all out to make the Madison Square 
Garden meeting a sucess is to exert pressure on the admin- 
istration to make still further concessions to the Soviet 
viewpoint in order to arrive at a test ban agreement; to 
create a climate of public opinion which will make it im 
possible for the administration to resume small under. 
ground tests, even though there may be every reason td 
believe that the Kremlin is conducting such tests; to ener 
vate the free world so that it becomes incapable of re 
sponding with appropriate measures to challenges at Ber. 
lin and at other points.” 


The major problem posed by groups and programs 
like SANE is that they present only one side of th 
story. Allen’s assertion that war is immoral and results 
in the death of innocent people certainly has justifica 
tion. No one in a competent frame of mind would 
deliberately invoke war. The lust for power has beer 
the dominant trigger finger firing the fatal first shot 
in the wars of history. The problem arises when me 
like Allen, Linus Pauling, G. Mennen Williams, Nor- 
man Thomas and others who have promoted SANE’s 
propaganda, fail to see that Soviet Russia, which at the 
end of WW II had only 190 million people and was 
outnumbered 8 to 1 by the free peoples of the world 
now has over 900 millions under her domination 
one third of the world’s population. What they choose 
to ignore is the fact that the Communist aim is to con 
trol the world, including and predominently, the United 
States. 


CAN WE AFFORD “PEACE?” 


A plan to a abolish our police force would be 
a good idea if there were no danger of law-breaking, 
The tax savings would be enormous. If the proposal to 
abolish law enforcement was strongly advocated by 
known criminals however, our citizens would be dere 
lict indeed if they did not investigate the underlying 
motives. 


(See “SANE” Page 8) 
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DIGIEST 





OREIGN,— 


An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur’s Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


THE FLIGHT OF THE GOLD DOLLAR: 
REMEDIES AND PALLIATIVES 


1. Ratio of Bullion to Paper Money. 


On the eve of his retirement, in the twilight zone 
of presidential elections, General Eisenhower has sud- 
denly become apprehensive of the current flight of the 
dollar; ie., the heavy European demands on our Gold 
reserves. The immediate step, estimated to net about 
one (1) billion dollars in 1961 proposes to curb ex- 
penditures abroad connected with so-called “depend- 
ents” of our military garrisons. The drain of American 
gold has been steady for some years. Palliatives are 
superficial; the real reason (the politicians have cau- 
tiously evaded the issue) is the “fine print” in the Bret- 
ton Woods fiscal policies engineered by a Russian agent, 
Dexter White — (a Lithuanian) and right-hand “ex- 
pert” to Mr. Morgenthau, Secretary of the Treasury. 
The fine print authorized foreign creditors to call for 
payments in gold in the United States — the same gold 
that was previously confiscated from American citizens 
on April 5, 1933. It is a complex business but the es- 
sence is old-fashioned (pre-Keynesian) fiscal policy: 
Gold or silver in certain ratios support paper currency. 
On bullion reserves, Governments issue paper money 
in ratios of 1 to 10 or even 1 to 25. The experts (?) 
think that within that bracket there is a point of no 
return. We have passed it long ago. The public debt 
(war engendered) is around 280-300 billions. Current 
gold reserves (in Fort Knox) have long been estimated 
(it may never have been true) around 20-28 billions; 
ie., a ratio of roughly 1:10. Actually, foreign European 
claims against this confiscated hoard (largely ex-enem- 
ies and allies), variously estimated between 15 and 20 
billions, have reduced bona-fide American holdings to 
probably 7-10 billions; i.e., ratio of 1:40 and/or 1:28. 
The most dangerous effect, however, is to transfer ex- 
pansionist credit to foreign holders (Governments) 
who can utilize this metal backing for their own paper 
expansion in the classical ratio of 1:10 or 1:20. This 
is not accident: It has all the earmarks of a gigantic 
monetary conspiracy. 
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2. The Creeping Cancer: 1933-1960. 


Remember the worthless German “Mark” in the 
postwar period (1918-1920)? Paper money is only 
as good as the gold in a demand-exchange. We have 
gone through that too; there was a saying, “not worth 
a Continental” when paper money of the Revolution 
become valueless. Metallic hard money, in terms of 
its “weight in gold” was sound in all the market places 
and people “hoarded” it as a hedge against inflationary 
depreciation. This happened in the post Civil War 
period when “printing press greenbacks” fell far below 
par value. Congress was forced to set up a gold-reserve 
(1879). Thereafter, U.S. currency was payable in gold, 
on demand, even under the impact of the worst inter- 
national depression in history (1929-1933). We had 
weathered the storm until the advent of Rooseveltian 
tinkerers. 


Roosevelt was swept into office “on the promise of 
cutting Federal expenditures.” Utilizing an unrepealed 
WW I legislation, he closed the nation’s banks and a 
rubber stamp Congress authorized a “declaration of 
emergency.” On April 5, 1933, the Federal Govern- 
ment seized all gold in the country. A bewildered, 
apathetic citizenry complied and got $20.67 per ounce. 
Possession of gold or use of monetary gold became a 
crime. On January 30, 1934, Roosevelt marked up 
the price of gold to $35 an ounce (which cut the 
American dollar to 60 cents). The hapless citizen took 
a loss of 40 cents but the Federal Government booked 
a profit, giving the New Deal extra billions of spending 
money. The American dollar has since been continu- 
ously debauched by inflationary Federal spending. 


American dollars in the hands of foreigners (ex- 
enemies and allies) was placed in an entirely different 
category. In one way or another, foreign creditors can 
turn American dollars into gold at the established price 
of $35 an ounce... and then sell it elsewhere for what- 
ever the world market offers. The foreigner, in turn, 
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got the dollars in a virtual “giveaway” scheme under 
various labels — “foreign aid, mutual aid, defense aid, 
aid to underdeveloped nations, etc.” Over 50 billions 
have gone out since 1945; ie., the assessed real-estate 
value of fifty of our biggest cities. The cliche at the 
time was to “close the dollar gap”; the original theory 
was to give war-impoverished foreign Governments 
dollars to buy American goods. The tide was turned; 
foreigners (ex-enemies and allies) quit using their 
dollars to buy American goods. The post-war mutual 
aid racket built modern factories while the American 
over-taxed industries carried on with obsolescent plants. 
To add insult to injury, the foreign aid “beneficiaries” 
started to invade the American market with a flood of 
foreign merchandise displacing a proportionate number 
of American working men. This program of self- 
destruction is chargeable to a coterie of internationalists 
who have controlled the Executive since 1933. 


The recent last-minute, post-mortem measure, aimed 
at the dependent spending in our military garrison is 
one of many measures that must be vigorously taken — 
but standing alone it is only a deceptive palliative. 


3. It has all been said before! 


The White House has no monopoly on common 
sense or patriotic concern for the welfare of the people. 
There have been plenty of warnings of the shape of 
things to come. Your editor, for example, testified be- 
fore the “Senate Committee on Foreign Relations” in 
Hearings dated May 5, 1958, Pages 455-503 inclusive. 
The case of “dependents” was covered (See item 9) — 
as was Latin America and the hoax of NATO (See 
items 8 and 11). My recommendations to this power- 
ful committee are reproduced below (Items 1 to 14 
inclusive), viz: 


Appendices: Conclusions. 
pages 482-483 inclusive 


Reflection on the factors inherent in this situation 
calls for analysis and recommendations; they are by 
no means novel; they are rather accentuated emergency 
measures to correct deficiencies in the current policies 
of the West: 

1. U.S. intervention (1917) in the delicate power- 
balance of Europe that maintained peace for 44 years 
(sic) has largely brought about the present world 
dilemma. Whatever its motivation at the time, the end 
result represents complete failure; it built up Russia 
to global dimensions. It strengthened Communism 
throughout the world. 

2. The demand for “world leadership” is a fiction 
created by the liberal “Press,” by-U.N. fanatics and “one 
world” propagandists. The U.S. has neither the capacity 
nor the obligation to posture as a “world leader.” It 
has only one principal obligation and that is to its own 
security, welfare and solvency. 
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3. Communist Russia and her satellites have 
armed remorselessly until the West is confronted with 
a Soviet superiority in “conventional” armaments and 
“ready” Divisions. 


4. Conversely, Western Europe failed to arm pro- 
portionately. Exhaustion due to war is not entirely 
valid; both Russia and China were handicapped in the 
same war. The West wants both “butter and guns.” 
Europe has ample man-power; it can also draw on a 
sizable manpower pool of expellee-refugees from be- 
hind the iron curtain. This “legion of the dispossessed” 
represents a tremendous moral potential. Unless Europe 
steps up its own defense posture, the United States must 
look to “Fortress America”; i.e., its own “hedgehog 
defense,” following the British pattern. 


5. The “NATO-Shield” is weakening along the 
crucial front: Denmark-Switzerland. The “Shield” is 
a fiction, predicated on an assumed “monopoly” of de- 
terrent, atomic power. Russia has caught up with the 
“monopoly”; indeed, it has probably gone beyond it. 


6. The burden of international armament en- 
dangers U.S. fiscal solvency. The U.S. is spending 
at a rate equal to the combined expenditures of the 
West. Its cumulative indebtedness exceeds the aggre- 
gate debt of the entire world. 


7. Fiscal solvency can be only maintained by the 
most rigid external and internal economy from here 
on, or Lenin’s malicious forecast that “Capitalism will 
spend itself into bankruptcy” may be realized. Foreign 
Aid should be funded on the same interest rates that 
are charged to the U.S. taxpayer. 


8. To maintain its military posture at home and 
abroad, the U.S. must reappraise its international 
Mutual-aid grants or credit system, viz: 


a. Limitation of aid to “effective” military allies, 
ie., Turkey, Germany, Spain, etc. 


b. This limitation will exclude all neutralists, lip- 
service “associates,” welfare State socialists and 
Communist or pro-Communist countries. Sub- 
stantial savings will accrue that can be applied 
to armaments. 


c. Cessation of all expenditures or projects except 
for effective, military “ready” organizations. 
There is no longer room for “butter and guns.” 


d. The Hoover Commission recommends savings 
of about 712 billions — few of which have been 
carried into effect. Sharp economies are pos- 
sible, cutting into swollen Federal agencies, real 
estate and business ventures which, like the 
T.V.A., do not pay Federal or State taxes. The 
leftist “tax-exempt” Foundations represent areas 
of income toward emergency defense measures; 
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they contribute nothing — except socialist brain- 
washing. 


9. Place the military establishments abroad on a 
“war footing” with elimination of peace-time luxuries, 
clubs, hotels, amenities, etc., etc. Withdrawal of de- 
pendents, civilians and civilian agencies that do not 
directly contribute to the combat efficiency of the mili- 
tary etsablishment. 


10. The slow deterioration of NATO along the 
crucial front; Denmark-Switzerland, the shrinkages in 
“ready” divisions, the withdrawal of British and French 
forces, etc., indicate that the component nations can no 
longer affozd independent military establishments that 
include exorbitantly expensive Air Forces, Navies and 
nuclear units. These deficiencies call for a re-allocation 
of arms and services, viz: 


a. West Europe to furnish primarily Infantry di- 
visions and supporting arms; tactical air, etc. 


b. West Europe to employ intensively ‘“expelee- 
refugee” man-power estimated between 8 and 9 
million men in organizing “International Brig- 
ades” and/or para-military units following the 
pattern established by the Russians in the Span- 
ish Civil War — 1936-1939 —and in East Ber- 
lin today. West Berlin is a suitable area for the 
employment of these units. The 82nd Congress 
voted 100 million dollars for such organizations. 


c. The United States to furnish nuclear units and 
strategic air services only. 


d. The United States and Britain to furnish Naval 
support. 


11. Concurrently, the United States to re-examine 
the concept of Fortress America in the enlarged sense 
of the Pan-American Union (O.A.S.). As the trend 
abroad is toward a balance of power, as in Great 
Britain, thru a deterrent nuclear defense, the “atomic 
hedgehog,” it is obvious that a similar “nuclear hedge- 
hog defense” is entirely practicable for Fortress Pan- 
America on the basis of the intercontinental ballistic 
missile. 


The Communist conspiracy is at work full-speed 
in Latin America. Economic assistance, grants or cred- 
its that now go to ineffect at “neutralists” or “unde- 
veloped areas” should be syphoned toward America’s 
step-child; Latin America. Essential strategic materials 
are available down there. Development of the Pan-Am 
highway or railway projects should be pushed, for mu- 
tual benefits. 


12. The relative performance of the Far East 
(SEATO) is collect-superior to the NATO-Compo- 
nents, in terms of “ready divisions,” over-all aid in the 
period 1945-1956, cumulative unit cost per division in 
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the same period and unit cost for 1957. The figures 
are accentuated by comparing fronts where there is 
direct physical contact with the enemy, viz: Central 
Europe, Korea, Formosa and Viet-Nam. 


The Far East operated with approximately one- 
third (14) the amount allotted for the NATO area 
and produced more divisions (67) than the NATO 
area (42). For unit cost per divisions in 1957, the 
unit for central Europe was 26 million as compared 
with an average of 9 million in the Far East. 


13. Economies (or relief for the taxpayer) can 
be effected by a sharp differentiation between essential 
military aid and other credits; that category should be 
funded and interest payments required, equivalent in 
rates paid by the U.S. Treasury in raising the basic 
funds. 


14. Coordinated policies, applicable to both Europe 
and the Far East are contained in a “Program to gov- 
ern our Foreign Relations” as published in the New 
York Times, February 28, 1955. 





NATO AND THE GOLD CRISIS 





Zeit /Hamburg 


Les Miserables 


European humor, the “caricature” instead of the cartoon, is usually 
more subtle, more sophisticated than the American counterpart, though 
that has its nuances, ranging from the devastating satire of Peter Arno 
to the sledge-hammer, meatax approach of Herblock of Washington. 


We can say that both are over-simplified and slanted, usually 
plugging the editorial policy of the owner. The above cartoon deals 
with the Anderson-Dillon financial mission to West-Europe, an ap- 
peal to our “gallant Allies’ to take the load off the American taxpayer 
and slow the drain of gold from the United States and its rapidly 
shrinking bullion reserves. The net result of 50 billions of “mutual 
aid” going abroad since 1945 is quite the reverse of the sly cartoon: 
They are not a// “miserable” — there is only one — the United States. 





N-O-W A-V-A-I-L-A-B-L-E-! 
Paper backed copies of Dr. Hargis’ 
new book... 
Communist America Must It Be? 
176 Pages Only $1.00 
é * 


Order Several From: 


Christian Crusade - Tulsa 2, Okla. 
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Nicaragua and Panama: 
Alternate Interoceanic Canal 


1. The Growing Dissatisfaction With Panama 


The Hon. Daniel J. Flood (Pa.), an indefatigable 
patriot, specializing in the highly complex, controver- 
sial Caribbean area, introduced a bill “calling for the 
construction of an inter-oceanic canal in Nicaragua.” 
Some of the motivations for this step have been covered 
in the WEEKLY CRUSADER, Vol. I, No. 2, Novem- 
ber 4, 1960. In an interview with Representative Flood, 
he stated substantially as follows: 


“... I have been concerned with the untenable political 
situation in Panama. The rapid deterioration of our po- 
sition in the Caribbean and the shocking conduct of the 
Communist dominated Castro make it essential that a 
second Canal (be constructed ) in the interest of the United 
States and World Commerce. 


“,.. The increase in sea traffic has thrown light on the 
limitation of canal service between the Atlantic and the 
Pacific Oceans... 


“,.. A series of studies have been made (one report is 
dated June 1, 1960) with reference to improving the 
existing Panama Canal. (However) all the field engineer- 
ing was done by the Panama Canal Co. (an interested 


party). 

“. . . The recent history of violence, instability and mob 
rule, combined with claims by Panama of “sovereignty” 
over the Canal Zone would make it utterly undesirable 


to attempt any work on the existing Canal and would lend 
itself to continued diplomatic blackmail . . . 


“, .. The Nicaragua Canal, the historic rival of the present 
Panama Canal, offers another location without the current 
and future handicaps... 


“, .. The economic, geological and engineering advantages 
—plus the friendship of the Government and the People 
of Nicaragua — dictate a second canal to be thru Nicara- 
guan territory.” 


2. Logistic Advantage of the Nicaraguan Route: 


There now is strong sentiment for construction of 
a transisthmian canal by way of Nicaragua. It is real- 
ized, of course, that the limitations of the present Pana- 
ma Canal prevent the passage of some of the Nation’s 
largest ships and that it is vulnerable to attack from 
the sea and from the air. However, the last study made 
of the problem in 1947 revealed some doubt as to the 
security of a third set of locks at Panama. 


The advantage of the Nicaragua Canal most fre- 
quently propounded by its advocates, is its more favor- 
able location for intercoastal sailing. Distance via a 
Nicaraguan canal would be 4,741 nautical miles as 
compared to 5,219 via Panama, a saving of 478. Al- 
lowing 23 hours for the transit of the Nicaragua Canal 
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and 8 for the Panama Canal, this would, according to’ 
the 1931 Sultan Report (House Document No. 139, 
72nd Congress), reduce the voyage time for 10 knot’ 
vessels via the Nicaraguan Route by 244 days between 
New Orleans and San Francisco. 


Today, many technical limitations of earlier days 
do not apply. Engineering questions of construction 
have, in the main, been solved, and marine operational | 
problems are better understood. 


Among those closest to the problem, it is felt that 
now is the time for a full evaluation of the effect of 
the atomic bomb on the future of such structures as 
interoceanic canals and the use of modern nuclear sci- 
ence in expediting the excavation of a canal. 


3. Historical Evolution of the Canal Idea: 


First unsuccessful efforts made to find a strait con-| 
necting the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans in the sixteenth | 
century gave rise to the idea of a ship canal across some 
part of the Central American Isthmus. Since that time, 
many potential routes have been investigated including 
one across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec in Mexico, and 
Mexico is now seriously studying a canal at this point; 
eight various routes across Nicaragua and Costa Rica; 
six across Panama; and others across Darien and Co- 
lombia. 


However, by the end of the 19th century, sufficient | 
information had been developed to permit narrowing 
the probable routes of a transisthmian route to two. 
These were the routes now occupied by the Panama 
Canal and another traversing Nicaragua via the San 
Juan River and Lake Nicaragua from the vicinity of 
Graytown on the Caribbean to Brito on the Pacific. The 
latter appears to have been one of the earliest to be 
advanced and since its first emergence as a proposed 
route for a canal in 1522 various companies, govern- 
ments, and individuals, have from time to time inter- 
ested themselves in constructing such a canal. The 
United States first became interested in 1826 when it 
entered into negotiations with the new Republic of 
Central America. No tangible results followed, but 
interest of the United States in this route has persisted 
to this day. 

(Continued Next Month) 





Order “THE INCREDIBLE TRUTH” 
The Best of the Christian Line 


12 articles revealing the truth about 
Communist penetration. 


Single copies FREE from: 
CHRISTIAN CRUSADE - Tulsa 2, Okla. 
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MINE ETI LADS BRASIL GL PB Te 2 


PLN EERO SNE MKS IB EE SBOE LIANE OR INE ILLES GUERRA NE IST: 


IS CUBA REALLY 
COMMUNIST RUN? 


The US. is, to say the least, in the throes of an 
enigma. For the most part, the Kremlin is recognized 
as a potential danger though disconcerting detours are 
usually made in preference to facing the problem 
head-on. 


At the same time, Communist and pro-Communist 
speakers are welcomed into our institutions of higher 
learning where their cankerous leaven is injected into 
the fertile minds of impetuous youth. 


A MODERN ROBIN HOOD 


The ominous warnings sounded by patriotic and 
studied men in the fields of foreign affairs are too 
often ignored for the irresponsible judgments of self- 
styled leftists intent, knowingly or otherwise, on Com- 
munist advancement. 


Herbert Matthews, former New York Times re- 
porter who in 1957 wrote three articles on Fidel Castro 
which appeared on the front page of the Times, por- 
trayed him as a political Robin Hood. This same 
Matthews was recommended by our State Department 
to brief U.S. Ambassador to Cuba Earl T. Smith, be- 
fore he took up his South American duties. In the 


Hearings before the Subcommittee to Investigate the 
Administration of the Internal Security Act and other 
Internal Security Laws of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary United States Senate, Mr. Smith said: 


“Three front page articles in the New York Times in 
early 1957, written by editorialist Herbert Matthews, 
served to inflate Castro to world stature and world recog- 
nition. Until that time, Castro had been just another 
bandit in the Oriente Mountains of Cuba, with a handful 
of followers who terrorized the campesinos, that is the 
peasants, throughout the countryside. 


“, . . After the Matthews articles which followed an 
exclusive interview by the Times editorial writer in 
Castro’s mountain hideout and which likened him to 
Abraham Lincoln, he was able to get followers and funds 
in Cuba and in the United States. From that time on, 
arms, money, and soldiers of fortune abounded. Much of 
the American press began to picture Castro as a political 
Robin Hood. 


‘|... Without the United States, Castro would not be 
in power today.” 


IGNORANCE WARRANTS RECOGNITION 


This, in itself, is a tragedy. Our freedom of speech 
is to be guarded at all cost — yet, this same freedom is 
the river which diverted the streams of intelligent 
comprehension of the Cuban problem. The tragedy is 
further heightened by the fact that Matthews was ap- 
pointed a Chubb Fellow of Timothy Dwight College, 
Yale University, and spent a week in mid-December 
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spreading his wanton destruction on that campus. At a 
time when many official voices both in the U.S. and in 
Cuba admit that Castro’s is a Communist government, 
Matthews told reporters of the Yale News, “I’ve never 
said they are Communists, or even Communistic. I hope 
it doesn’t become a Communist regime, and I don’t 
think it will, with all due respect to the White House.” 


Add to this voice that of C. Wright Mills, a pro- 
fessor at Columbia University and a sponsor of the 
Fair Play For Cuba Committee. In his book Listen 
Yankee, Professor Mills would have us believe that 
Castro is a great hero, his Red revolution is an over- 
whelming success, and that he has made the Cubans 
“enormously happy.” We imagine that all of our aid 
to Cuban refugees now in Florida is necessary because 
they cannot stand this new-found happiness. This is 
probably why the members of Cuba’s Supreme Court 
have chosen to defy the Castro government on so many 
occasions. 


The irony of the situation would be comical were 
it not so serious. Our government recognized the Red 
character of the Cuban government and released one 
million dollars in mutual-security funds for the Cuban 
refugees in Florida. At the same time, our colleges and 
universities openly welcome influential personalities to 
subvert the thinking of our own youth. 


THE SIGNS WERE NUMEROUS 


No one need be fooled into thinking well of the 
Cuban revolution if they ponder the following taken 
from an Associated Press news report Nov. 29, 1960, 
datelined Camaguey, Cuba: 


“People in this once thriving ranching and sugar 
center say they no longer have any doubt that Fidel Castro’s 
regime is Communist. Castro's latest representative here — 
Army Major Jorge Serguera— has told Camaguey’s edu- 
cators they must recognize that this is a Socialist (Com- 
munist ) movement and learn to accept it... . The bearded 
major laid down the government line to Camaguey city 
teachers at meetings called after clashes between pro-Castro 
and anti-Castro students in the city’s largest high school. 
... ‘Major Serguera left us in no doubt that he considered 
the revolutionary regime Communist and that we should 
do likewise, said two teachers who attended the meeting. 
‘He told us too many teachers were old fashioned and slow 
to recognize what is going on in Cuba. Then he said we 
must recognize and accept a Communist-dominated re- 
gime— and those who couldn’t or wouldn’t should leave 
their jobs.’ As Serguera spoke to the teachers, the meeting 
hall was ringed with his soldiers carrying sub-machine 
guns, the teachers reported. They said the major... 
made two speeches — one two hours long, the other six. 
“We had to sit and listen, said one teacher. ‘There was no 
way out until he had finished.’” 


In our CHRISTIAN CRUSADE broadcast of 
Feb. 11, 1959 we informed our listeners of Castro’s 
Communist connections in other South American 
countries. We said: 
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“During 1956, Castro and twenty of his followers 
were arrested in Mexico City for working under cover to 
prepare a revolution against Mexico. After arresting Castro 
and his followers, the Mexican police announced that they 
had uncovered proof that the movement was definitely 
under the guidance and inspiration of Communist or- 
ganizations. Two of the men taken into custody — Canido 
Gonzalez Morales and Santiago Diaz Gonzalez — were 
identified as members of the Young Communist Party 
of Cuba.” 


Regimented thinking has nothing to recommend 
it to be sure, but it is only common sense that those 
who have the responsibility of molding public opinion 
first weigh the evidence and then open-mindedly pre- 
sent those facts to the public. If revolutions are needed 
anywhere today, it would seem that they are most 
needed in the reporting staffs of some of our newspapers. 


“SAN E” (Continued from Page 2) 


The move to abolish war is commendatory, but not 
at a time when our national security is in greater jeop- 
ardy than at any time in history. If we value our free- 
dom we must be prepared to defend it against those 
who would militarily steal it from us. 


There is another side of this idea which must also 
be considered; it is the slavery of the masses who live 
in the ant-like communes of Red China, the oppressed 
millions of Communist satellite nations who cry out 
for relief from Kremlin tyranny, and the blood of the 
nations of the Soviet Union who were liquidated in the 
Communist acts of genocide in the ’20’s. 


RESISTANCE IS REACTIONARY 


The Worker, October 16, 1960, set forth the Com- 
munist program for world peace. The article advocated: 


“To restore the respect and influence of the United 
States among the world’s people, our people must dedicate 
themselves to struggle unselfishly for a world at peace. 


“a) Insist on an end to cold war and ‘positions of 
strength’ concepts; demand negotiations for total and 
complete disarmament. End all bomb tests; outlaw atom- 
ic, chemical and germ warfare. b) insist on policies of 
peaceful co-existence and peaceful competition among all 
nations, with extension of trade and cultural relations.” 


In the November 1959 issue of the World Marxist 
Review, the Communists reminded their fifth column 
around the world of the meaning of this “peaceful co- 
existence” weapon in an article entitled Peaceful Co- 
existence and the Struggle of Two Ideologies. The arti- 
cle said in part: 

“In the sphere of ideology . . . there has never been 
nor can there be peaceful co-existence between socialism 
and capitalism . . . The Communists have always fought 
and will continue to fight for their ideas, for the revolu- 
tionary ideology of the working class as the most advanced 
and progressive ideology of our times . . . Can the Com- 
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munists, for instance, relinquish the struggle for the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat? No, they cannot, because it 
would mean the perpetuation of capitalism . . . Can the 
Communists give up the fight for transforming private 
capitalist property into state property? No, they cannot, 
because to do so would mean perpetuating the exploita- 
tion of man by man and the existence of the classes.” 


Here it is in a nutshell; the Communist plan to 
destroy the American system of free enterprise and set 
up a dictatorship of the proletariat. Here is stated the 
sole purpose for their program of peaceful co-existence 
—a sort of peace at any price which eventually will 
make our nation the lamb to be preyed upon by the 
Soviet bear. 


REDS WANT TOTAL VICTORY 


Another article on peaceful co-existence in the Nov. 
13, 1960 issue of the Worker said: 


“.. . peaceful co-existence means competition, that is, 
a contest, a class struggle between the world system eco- 
nomically, ideologically, and politically—not without 
stress and strain — but without war —cold or hot.” 


In other words, peaceful co-existence means, “let 
the Communists do as they please, meddle where they 
want, enslave the masses as they choose, BUT DO NOT 
OPPOSE THEM IN ANY WAY.” This is further 
substantiated in the continuation of their world pro- 
gram of peace outlined in the Oct. 16, 1960 Worker: 


“c) Fight to end interference in the affairs of other 
nations, and the withdrawal of troops from, and the 
liquidation of all military bases on foreign soil. 

“d) Prevent the re-Nazification of Germany; no nu- 
clear weapons to Adenauer’s army. 

“e) Insist on the admittance of the People’s Republic 
of China to the United Nations; its recognition by the 
United States; the withdrawal of the Seventh Fleet from 
the Chinese waters; and the repudiation of Chiang 
Kai-shek. 

“f) Discontinue all pressure on Cuba; stop interfering 
in her internal affairs; restore the full sugar quotas; turn 
the U.S. naval base at Guantanamo back to Cuba. Pro- 
vide aid to the countries of Latin America without re- 
striction or interference in their internal affairs, and with- 
out interfering in their soveriegn right to develop and 
nationalize, if they wish, their basic industries. 

“g) Strengthen the United Nations as an instrument 
of peace; oppose the efforts of imperialists to use the 
U.N. to hamper the freedom and independence of weaker 
nations. 


It would be challenging indeed to find a more com- 
plete plan for uncontested surrender to the Soviet 
murderers than that outlined above. The fact that the 
hucksters for SANE seem to advocate much of the same 
platform tends to vindicate the pickets who choose to 
oppose Steve Allen’s artifice. Knowingly or not, it 
would seem that men like Steve Allen and his cohorts 
are harbingers of the Kremlin conspiracy. (See also 
WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 1, No. 3) 
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